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Response to Comments on the DEIS 
 

On October 19, 2012, a Notice of Availability (NOA) was published in the Federal Register announcing 
the availability of the Jack Rabbit to Big Sky Meadow Village 161 kV Transmission Line (Project) Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).  A news release was published on October 20, 2012 announcing 
the release of the DEIS, and an informational meeting concerning the Project was held in Big Sky on 
November 15, 2012.  The public comment period closed on December 3, 2012.  Comments were received 
from: 
 

1. Stephen Abbott, Bozeman MT (canyon resident) 
2. Patrick Asay, NorthWestern Energy 
3. Jason Berry, Ladera Ranch, CA (property owner on Lone Mtn Trail Rd) 
4. Sherry Berry, Lake Forest, CA 
5. Sherry and Jim Berry, Big Sky, MT (property owner on Lone Mtn Trail Rd) 
6. Julie DalSoglio, USEPA 
7. Sara Durnam Anderson, Bozeman, MT 
8. Jaden Erwin (property owner on Lone Peak Trail, Big Sky) 
9. William Erwin (property owner on Lone Mtn Trail Rd) 
10. David Engstrom (Cave Creek cabin owner) 
11. Edwin and Margaret Flower (Cascade Creek cabin owner) 
12. Patrick Flowers, MT Fish Wildlife and Parks 
13. Gary and Grace France (Cascade Creek cabin owner) 
14. Thomas Johnson, President Cascade Creek Cabin Owners Association 
15. Celeste Haynes, Chico CA 
16. Mary Ann and Bob Noack, Lake Oswego, OR (Cascade Creek cabin owner) 
17. Peter Norlander, Livingston, MT 
18. Kathryn Ore, MT SHPO 
19. Ella May and Jim Owenhouse, Bozeman, MT (Cascade Creek cabin owner) 
20. Timothy and Helen Pinson, Gallatin Gateway, MT (Cascade Creek cabin owner) 
21. Jean Riley, MT Dept of Transportation 
22. Bill Scharnberg (Greek Creek cabin owner) 
23. Dave and Maryellen Scherer (Cascade Creek cabin owner) 
24. Jean Steelman (Cave Creek cabin owner) 
25. Robert Stewart, DOI 
26. Dawn Marie and Robert Tol (Cave Creek cabin visitor) 
27. Anne Woodruff, Gallatin Gateway, MT  (canyon resident) 

 
These comments are located after the agency responses, below, in the order shown above.  Comments 
received were sorted by subject matter, and similar items were grouped together for a single response.  
Agency responses to these comments are discussed below.  
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COMMENTER COMMENT AND RESPONSE 
Comment 1 
Cascade Creek 
cabin owners 

Cascade Creek Tracts – Support for Alternative 3 – Relocation of transmission line to east to 
minimize impacts to Cascade cabins  
Numerous comments were received that voiced support for relocation of the transmission line to the east 
of the Cascade Creek cabins, as well as forest plan amendments to establish a new alignment.  
Comments noted that the Cascade East alternative serves in the best interest of preserving the integrity, 
history, and heritage of the area, and noted that Alternatives 2 and 4 would have a higher and more 
pervasive impact to some of the most scenic and highly used recreational areas on the Gallatin National 
Forest (including Lava Lake Trailhead, the mad mile segment of the Gallatin River heavily used for white 
water rafting, fishing access points, and recreation residences).  Commenters noted that many of the 
Cascade cabins are close to 100 years old, and a large new power line would take out dozens of old 
tress and change the aesthetic nature for several cabins.  Other concerns about a higher voltage 
transmission line running through Cascade Creek tracts included health and safety (cancer); damage to 
roads, bridges, and culverts; and property damage.  

Response:  These comments were considered as part of the decision. 
Comment 2 
Cave Creek cabin 
owners and visitors 

Cave Creek Tracts – Support for Alternative 3 – Relocation of transmission line to west of Cave 
Creek cabins 
Numerous comments were received that voiced support for relocation of the transmission line to the west 
of Cave Creek tracts. Concerns expressed about a higher voltage transmission line running through 
Cave Creek tracts included removal of old trees, impact to property values, and health and safety.   

Response:  These comments were considered as part of the decision. 
Comment 3 
Property owners 
near MT Hwy 64 

Transmission Route / Visual Impact to Lone Mountain from MT Hwy 64  
Several people commented that the existing alignment along MT Hwy 64 would result in a negative visual 
impact to Lone Mountain and property values.  Suggestions were made for realignment: 1) higher up on 
the south side of the mountain and on Forest Service land; and 2) rerouting from private property where it 
crosses the North Fork of the West Fork of the Gallatin River to an alternative route along Big Sky Spur 
Rd and then across the North Fork of the West Fork of the Gallatin at a right angle to the new substation.  

Response:  The DEIS considered a realignment of the transmission line along MT Hwy 64 as an alternative considered, but 
dismissed.  Chapter 2.0 states, “Near the substation at Big Sky, a landowner requested that the line be moved from the highway 
ROW, which happened to be in front of his home to upslope NFS lands. Moving the line to this location would impact sensitive 
bighorn sheep wintering habitats, would move the line into the IRA, and would shift scenery impacts to homeowners adjacent to 
the GNF boundary. This reroute would unduly and negatively impact NFS land. The GNF also received a request to consider 
moving the line on private lands where the agency has no authorization. One principal criteria used to evaluate SUP applications 
by the Forest Service is that applications for private use of NFS lands would not be granted if locations and development on 
lands outside of NFS lands is reasonably possible. In these cases, there are legal easements on private land and negative 
resource impacts to NFS land if the line were moved. For these reasons, these rerouting requests on the border of the NFS 
lands with private lands were eliminated.” 
 
Several residents commented on the DEIS and again asked the Forest Service to consider a realignment away from MT Hwy 64, 
stating that the current alignment would negatively impact the view of Lone Mountain.  On December 18, 2012, the Forest 
Service contacted people that had voiced these concerns to get more specific information about the requested realignment, and 
asked them to provide their suggested realignments on a map.  On December 26, 2012, the Forest Service received additional 
information with a map identifying the requested realignment.  The Forest Service evaluated concern that the upgraded 
transmission line would negatively impact the view of Lone Mountain from MT Hwy 64, and considered the proposed 
realignment.   
 
The Forest Service determined that the most sensitive view to the summit of Lone Mountain, where the power line is coincident 
with the view of the power line (against the sky, framed by the trees and side slopes),  is where the Big Sky Spur Road is next to 
private land, not NFS land.  Where the line passes across NFS land, west of the US Highway (US Hwy) 191-Big Sky junction, 
there is no reason to recommend moving the alignment up the slope to the north. The proposed increase in height of the poles 
may cause one of two poles  along this stretch to become slightly sky-lined to viewers in cars along the road who look uphill and 
to their right, but the enlarged poles would not become visually dominant. Through the stretch bordered by private land, the 
Forest Service does not have jurisdiction on private land, nor on the ROW across private land (See Project Record).  
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COMMENTER COMMENT AND RESPONSE 
Comment 4 
Canyon residents 

Transmission route along private residences / land along US Hwy 191 
A couple people noted that the transmission line runs close to or across their property, and close to 
cabins or residences (in the general vicinity of Hell Roaring Creek and the Karst area, in between Moose 
Creek and Tamphrey Creek).  They expressed concerns about the health and wellbeing of canyon 
residents exposed to a higher voltage transmission line (specific concerns included increased risk of 
radiation and cancer).  There was a request to move the transmission line off private property and onto 
national forest.  

Response:  Concerns about health and safety were raised as an issue during the scoping period and analyzed in the DEIS.   
 
The National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences (NIEHS) (NIEHS 2002) notes that for most health outcomes, there is no 
evidence that EMF exposures have adverse effects. There is some evidence from epidemiology studies that exposure to power-
frequency EMF  (this refers to a low frequency source of electric and magnetic fields created by power system facilities such as 
power lines and substations) is associated with an increased risk for childhood leukemia. This association is difficult to interpret 
in the absence of reproducible laboratory evidence or a scientific explanation that links magnetic fields with childhood leukemia 
(NIEHS 2002).  
 
There are two broad types of electric and magnetic (EMF) analysis and regulations that apply to transmission lines: 1) 
engineering or safety-based, and 2) health effects. Engineering-based electric field levels are intended to limit electric discharges 
that could cause a nuisance shock. There is also a safety code to limit more harmful electrical shocks from electric fields 
(National Electrical Safety Code [NESC]). There are no limits that have been set by a governing body based on known or 
established health effects. Because there is limited scientific evidence (which cannot be reasonably interpreted as noted by 
NIEHS in the previous paragraph) establishing health effects resulting from EMF exposure, there are no federal health-based 
standards for limiting exposure to those fields. 
   
The Draft and Final EIS also considered the request to reroute the line off private lands onto National Forest as an Alternative 
considered but dismissed from detailed study.  The EIS indicates moving the line up slope near Tamphrey would result in greater 
disturbance to NFS lands by creating more vegetation clearing and impacting more new lands; and result in no identifiable 
benefits to the NFS lands over the current alignment, and offered no reduction in impacts to National Forest resources.  The 
GNF also received a request to consider moving the line on private lands. This EIS considers the effects on NFS land to support 
a decision to authorize use on NFS lands. Private land changes should be negotiated directly with NorthWestern Energy for 
altering their easement. One principal criterion used to evaluate SUP applications by the Forest Service is that applications for 
private use of NFS lands would not be granted if locations and development on lands outside of NFS lands is reasonably 
possible. In these cases, there are legal easements on private land and new resource impacts to NFS land if the line were 
moved.  For these reasons, these rerouting requests on the border of the NFS lands with private lands were eliminated (page 2-
50 of DEIS).  
Comment 5: 
Greek Creek cabin 
owner 

Use Existing ROW to avoid tree clearing and increased river access 
There was a request to keep the transmission line on the shoulder of US Hwy 191 for the entire route. 
The commenter does not support clearing of forest vegetation and increased river access.   

Response:  On December 20, 2012, the Forest Service contacted this person to provide information and seek clarification on 
specific areas that the person may be concerned about (see Project Record). 
The email noted that the proposed action (Alternative 2) utilizes the same ROW as the existing transmission line, which generally 
parallels US Hwy 191.  Alternatives 3 and 4 involve some minor realignments to take the transmission line out of the middle of 
the Cascade Creek and Cave Creek recreation residence tracts.  The Preferred Alternative (Alternative 3) would shift the line to 
the east of Cascade Creek tracts and US Hwy 191, across the highway from the Gallatin River. Alternative 3 also shifts the 
transmission alignment to the west of Cave Creek tracts, which is further away from the Gallatin River.  Portions of this 
realignment would occupy an old ROW from a transmission line that existed in the 1950s. No new fishing access sites would be 
created.  There would be a relatively small amount of timber clearing to widen the ROW to accommodate larger structures (14.8 
acres for Alternative 2, 22.4 acres for Alternative 3, and 22.5 acres for Alternative 4). The person responded that they feel a lot 
better about this proposal and thanked the Forest Service for responding to their comments. 
Comment 6 Approaches to MDT highways (US Hwy 191 and MT 64) 
MDT Noted that temporary approach permit will be necessary to use existing approaches onto MDT highways 

(US Hwy 191 and MT 64) and requested that a permit be completed for each approach that includes the 
design improvements and traffic control for construction work.  
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COMMENTER COMMENT AND RESPONSE 
Response:  It is NorthWestern Energy’s responsibility to comply with applicable MDT standards, and the FEIS notes that it is 
NorthWestern Energy’s responsibility to obtain all applicable permits and approvals prior to construction.  Table 1-2 notes that 
NorthWestern Energy would need a utility crossing and temporary approach permit from MDT (page 1-7).   
Comment 7 
EPA 

Cumulative Effects / Connected Actions 
EPA noted that the summary in the DEIS (page iv) states that non-federal lands “are not part of the DEIS 
evaluation” since they are outside Forest Service jurisdiction.  EPA noted that federal assessment of 
cumulative impacts and connected actions under NEPA can require consideration of the transmission line 
impacts on the portions of the transmission line crossing non-federal lands. 40 CFR 1508.25(a)(1). EPA 
noted that the DEIS did seem to analyze cumulative effects, but that it was unclear if all potential 
environmental effects of the entire 37 mile route across all land ownerships were adequately analyzed 
and disclosed, particularly indirect and cumulative effects.  They requested that the FEIS include a map 
showing the entire 37 mile route, and also asked that information be provided pertaining to proposed 
temporary roads on the private portion of the 37 mile route.  They also asked the Forest Service to 
consider guidance in a document titled ‘Power to the People: Electric Transmission Siting on Public 
Lands.’ 

Response:  Both the Draft and Final EIS consider direct, indirect, and cumulative effects.  The Forest Service reviewed the 
document ‘Power to the People: Electric Transmission Siting on Public Lands’ and made changes in the FEIS to ensure the 
Forest Service considered in some detail the impacts associated with the entire transmission Project.  Several updates were 
made to the cumulative effects analysis, including water resources, human health and safety, and transportation and traffic.  In 
addition, the language in the summary was changed to state: 
 
“The Gallatin National Forest (GNF) is evaluating through this Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) whether or not to 
authorize a project proposed by NorthWestern Energy (NorthWestern) to rebuild an existing 69 kilovolt (kV) electric transmission 
line to a 161 kV electric transmission line on National Forest System (NFS) lands. The upgraded 161 kV transmission line would 
connect the existing Jack Rabbit Substation located near Four Corners, west of Bozeman, Montana, to a new substation near 
Big Sky Meadow Village in Big Sky, Montana. The area affected by the proposal is located in the Gallatin River Canyon between 
Four Corners and Big Sky. The Gallatin Canyon is an important gateway for tourists visiting Yellowstone National Park and Big 
Sky. The entire route is 37 miles, with 16 miles located on National Forest.  Proposed rebuild and upgrade of the transmission 
line on private lands are not part of the decision being considered in this FEIS.  These 21 miles may be  subject to Gallatin 
County permitting requirements (Four Corners Zoning District or Gallatin Canyon/Big Sky Zoning District). 
Comment 8 
EPA 

Temporary Roads 
A. It is not clear if additional access roads may need to be constructed for the 21 miles of proposed 

transmission line across non-federal lands.  Please include this information in the EIS. 
B. It is not clear if the proposed 600-foot access road at Indian Ridge Trail Head crosses Logger Creek.  

We recommend that the location of this access road be disclosed in the FEIS.  If this road would 
cross any streams, it will be important to minimize stream impacts. 
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COMMENTER COMMENT AND RESPONSE 
Response:   
A.  NorthWestern Energy constructed approximately 13,000 feet (2.46 Miles) of temporary landings and roads on Phase I of the 
Jack Rabbit – Big Sky Project.  All landings and roads are located on private lands, and consisted of plowing a landing or road to 
support line trucks, cranes and other equipment to dig and set poles, as well as access the structure for stringing purposes (i.e., 
connecting conductor to the insulators).  All landings are around 20 feet wide near the base of a pole and all roads are about 12 
feet wide.  NorthWestern Energy indicated that all landings and roads will be reclaimed and restored to their existing condition 
except for the area of Dave Anderson (Section 9, T3S, R4E, along Shadoan Ditch Road between Cottontail Rd and Gateway 
Foothills Rd) in which the road will be left as is, but the area will be reseeded. 
 
 B.  The proposed temporary road near Indian Ridge Trail Head does not cross any streams.  Please refer to Appendix B, Figure 
1, Map 01 of 14, which identifies the location of the proposed construction yard and temporary road. The road would be 
constructed across a meadow north of Hell Roaring Creek (Logger Creek is to the north of the Trail Head).  In the map below, 
(excerpted from MT Cadastral), the temporary road would be located near the word Beckman.  Logger Creek lies to the north of 
the Trail Head, and Hell Roaring to the south. 

 
 
Comment 9 
EPA 

TMDLs / Impaired Waters 
There may be potential to affect surface waters, including 303d listed streams (Hell Roaring Creek, 
Storm Castle Creek, West Gallatin River, and South Fork West Gallatin River) (see Table 3.4.4-2, page 
3.154). A TMDL and Water Quality Restoration Plan will need to be prepared by the State of Montana to 
promote water quality restoration of water quality impaired streams. It will be important that the proposed 
transmission line Project is consistent with MT DEQ’s preparation of TMDLs and Water Quality 
Restoration Plans. Contact DEQ’s TMDL program staff to assure that DEQ considers the proposed 
project to be consistent with these plans. 
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COMMENTER COMMENT AND RESPONSE 
Response:  On January 3, 2013, the Forest Service contacted EPA to clarify that the Project should be consistent with the West 
Fork Gallatin River TMDL, which was completed in 2010. Information concerning this plan was provided in the Draft (page 3-157) 
and Final EIS.  EPA concurred and further noted:  “EPA is not going to further question the proposed Jack Rabbit to Big Sky 
Meadow Village 161 kV Transmission Line Upgrade Project in regard to potential transmission line impacts on 303(d) listed 
waterbodies, since the DEIS states that a stormwater MPDES permit will be obtained and a SWPPP will be prepared in 
association with construction of transmission line stream crossings. I do not anticipate water quality concerns, however, it is 
always good to have assurances from MDEQ TMDL staff that the proposed construction of transmission line crossings of 303(d) 
listed waterbodies (Hell Roaring Creek, Storm Castle Creek, WF Gallatin River, and the South Fork WF Gallatin River) will be 
consistent with applicable TMDLs, in case there are any interests with objections to the proposed Project (contact Robert Ray 
444-5319 or Ann McCauley 444-9897 at MDEQ).” See project Record.  
 
On January 3, 2013, the Forest Service contacted the MDEQ to ensure full coordination and consistency with the West Fork 
Gallatin River Watershed TMDLs and Framework Watershed Water Quality Improvement Plan (see Project Record).  On 
January 4, 2012, the MDEQ responded that they concur with EPA’s support for Alternative 3 and associated comments 
regarding potential impacts to water quality and wetlands from the proposed transmission line upgrade in Gallatin Canyon. They 
noted that Hell Roaring Creek is not on the 303(d) list for the Upper Gallatin TMDL planning area, but that Storm Castle (formerly 
Squaw Creek) is.  The MDEQ noted that Storm Castle is listed for total phosphorus, yet the probable source was deemed 
“natural” and a TMDL was not completed for the stream. These corrections were made in the FEIS.  
 
Comment 10 
EPA 

Wetlands 
A. EPA appreciates the GNF’s efforts to evaluate wetland resources and is pleased that the preferred 

alternative involves the fewest crossing of wetland areas (2.1 acres), and that riverine wetlands 
would be spanned in conjunction with spanning the Gallatin River, and all other wetlands would be 
spanned “to the extent practicable” (page 3-166).  The DEIS acknowledges that some vegetation 
may need cutting or trimming for the larger ROW, but that the minimum amount of vegetation 
would be cut to reduce disturbance to wetland functions and values.  EPA recommends that the 
placement of transmission line support structures be prohibited in wetlands, and that a wetland 
buffer zone be used to avoid inadvertent construction impacts to wetlands (e.g., 50-foot buffer 
zone).  They also recommend that wetlands be flagged on the ground to facilitate contractor 
avoidance of wetlands and inadvertent impacts. 

B. Contact the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE) to determine applicability of 404 permit 
requirements to proposed construction activities in or near streams and wetlands. 

C. Contact MDEQ in regard to MDEQ permits and authorizations. There is a joint application for 
various potential stream/wetland permits. 
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COMMENTER COMMENT AND RESPONSE 
Response:   
A.  EPA is correct in that Alternative 3 crosses the least amount of wetlands compared to other action alternatives (2.1 acres for 
Alternative 3, 2.7 for Alternative 2, and 2.8 for Alternative 4).  Alternative 3 complies with Section 404(b)(1) guidelines to avoid 
impacts to wetlands. 
 
The EIS notes that riverine wetlands would be spanned in conjunction with spanning of the Gallatin River, and that all other 
wetlands will be spanned to the extent practicable.  Language was added to the wetlands analysis in Chapter 3.0 that wetlands 
will be spanned to the extent practicable, and that wetland impacts will be minimized to the extent feasible by strategic pole 
placement.   Alternative 3 complies with Section 404(b)(1) guidelines to minimize impacts to wetlands. 
 
However, it may not be practical or feasible to completely avoid the placement of transmission line support structures in wetlands 
and within a buffer area as EPA is suggesting.  The EIS notes that five types of transmission structures may be used for the 
161 kV transmission line, with the most common type being wooden transmission structures placed approximately 300 feet 
apart. In areas where a wooden transmission structure is infeasible, the EIS acknowledges that NorthWestern Energy may have 
to use guyed transmission structures, self-supporting steel transmission structures, wood laminate transmission structures, or 
two-pole H-frame structures.  Pole placement and selection of the type of pole will be finalized during Project design, and there 
could be the potential that a pole would have to be placed in a wetland in order to shorten the span between poles, or use a pole 
type that is less visually impactive. 
 
The EIS further notes that impacts to wetlands will be minor to due the ability to span wetlands, direct embed (no additional 
excavation for foundation other than hole drilling) transmission structures in or near wetlands, and use of wetland matting as 
needed to access transmission structure locations (DEIS, page 3-166). 
 
It is NorthWestern Energy’s responsibility to obtain applicable permits (such as Section 404 and 310 permits) for any 
unavoidable impacts to wetlands, and it is their responsibility to mitigate these impacts in accordance with applicable laws.  A 
mitigation measure was added to the Project design/mitigation criteria to flag wetlands to avoid unintentional impacts. 
 
B and C.  The EIS notes that permits will be required from the USACE and MDEQ, and that NorthWestern Energy will be 
responsible for obtaining all permits and approvals required to implement the Proposed Project (page 1-6).  It is NorthWestern 
Energy’s responsibility to coordinate with the USACE and MDEQ  on permitting requirements as they complete Project design. 
Comment 11 
EPA 

Weeds  
Herbicide drift into streams and wetlands can adversely affect aquatic life and wetland functions such as 
food chain support and habitat for wetland species.  EPA recommends the following: 
A. Only certified herbicide applicators are used and that herbicides are used in accordance with label 

specifications.   
B. No herbicide spraying will occur in streams and wetlands or other aquatic areas (seeps, springs, 

etc).   
C. Use of a 50-foot no spray buffer zone along streams and wetlands for chemicals toxic to aquatic 

life, and mechanical weed removal or hand pulling of weeds adjacent to aquatic areas.  
Recommend flagging to avoid spraying these areas. 

D. Roadside drainage areas leading to intermittent and perennial streams should be flagged as no 
spray zones and not sprayed with picloram based herbicides. 

E. Apply herbicides at lowest rate effective in meeting weed control objectives and according to 
guidelines for protecting public health. 

F. Coordinate weed treatments with the forest botanist to assure protection to sensitive plants, and 
coordinate with fisheries and wildlife biologists to assure that sensitive fisheries and habitat are 
protected. 

Response:   NorthWestern Energy will be required to complete noxious weed control as a condition of approval of their  Special 
Use Permit.  The Gallatin National Forest previously considered the effects of weed treatment in their Noxious and Invasive 
Weed Treatment Project FEIS/ROD (USFS 2005).  As such, EPA’s recommendations were already considered, and have been 
incorporated into the Project.  See EIS, pages 2-40-41 and Appendix C. 
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COMMENTER COMMENT AND RESPONSE 
Comment 12 
EPA 

Air Quality 
EPA would like an analysis of potential air quality effects associated with transmission line construction 
and operation included in the FEIS.  The analysis should disclose that no air quality non-attainment areas 
are located near the transmission alignment, and that a Class 1 Air Shed is located within 100 miles of 
the Project (Yellowstone Park).  The analysis should discuss meteorological conditions in the Project 
area that may result in dispersion of construction related air pollutants, address the potential for air 
quality impacts from use of equipment and vehicles during construction, operation and maintenance 
(emissions of CO, CO2, sulfur oxides, PM-2.5, NOx, VOCs, aldehydes, and polycyclic aromatic 
hydrocarbons), and creation of dust and particulates during construction.  The FEIS should include BMPs 
to control fugitive dust during construction and incorporate other BMPs related to equipment emissions. 

Response:  An Air Quality analysis was added to the FEIS.  
Comment 13 
EPA 

Avian Mortality 
The DEIS didn’t mention any monitoring or surveys of potential bird mortality that may occur as a result 
of bird collisions to identify and detect bird mortality issues.  Is any monitoring proposed? EPA 
recommends spring/fall field surveys during migratory periods and during spring nesting to locate birds 
that may have struck lines or been electrocuted to aid in the process of identifying and modifying problem 
areas.  Such monitoring can help ensure that the transmission line is visible enough to avoid bird collision 
and mortality during long-term operation. 

Response: Chapter 2 (PDF 5.8) notes that the Project would be developed consistent with the Avian Power Line Interaction 
Committee (APLIC) guidelines (2006) for avian safety, and would be operated under an Avian Protection Plan to reduce risk of 
collision and electrocution.  NorthWestern Energy commented that their Avian Protection Plan contains industry standards that 
address this issue, and will provide a copy of this plan to the Forest Service prior to construction. 
Comment 14 
EPA 

Wildlife - Consultation with FWS 
EPA recommends that the FEIS and ROD not be completed prior to completion of ESA consultation.  If it 
is found that the selected action may adversely affect T/E species, the FEIS should include the 
associated Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) BO or formal concurrence. 

Response:  On December 28, 2012, the Forest Service submitted a BA to the FWS to fulfill consultation requirements.  On 
January 15, 2013, FWS concurred with the determinations in the BA that the proposed action is not likely to adversely affect the 
threatened grizzly bear (Ursus arctos horribilis), the threatened Canada lynx (Lynx canadensis), or designated Canada lynx 
critical habitat. 
Comment 15 
SHPO, EPA, 
NorthWestern 

Historic and Archaeological Resources  
A.  Section 106 consultation must be completed prior to decision. MT SHPO has not concurred with the 

proposed Area of Potential Effects.  They have a concern regarding Forest Service plans to limit the 
Cultural Resources inventory to only Forest Service lands. (OR, SHPO). 

B. EPA anticipates that potential impacts on Tribal cultural properties, if any, will be identified and 
addressed during government to government consultation between the GNF and interested Tribes. 

Response:  
A.  On December 19, 2012, MT SHPO concurred with the Forest Service decision not to extend Section 106 review to private 
lands.   The Jack Rabbit to Big Sky Meadow Village Transmission Line Upgrade cultural resource report by Power Engineers 
Inc., was provided to the Montana State Historic Preservation Office (MT SHPO) for review on February 11, 2013 pursuant to 36 
CFR 800.   The MT SHPO responded on February 25, 2013 and March 18, 2013, and agreed with the Forest Service 
determination of project effect.  They recommended that National Register of Historic Places evaluations be completed as part of 
this project, which the Gallatin National Forest will pursue following release of the EIS and ROD.  Therefore, state SHPO 
consultation requirements have been met.  Please refer to SHPO-GNF correspondence in the project record. 
B. The Forest Service met with the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes on April 17 and 18, 2012, and met with the Crow 
Tribe May 1st, 2012, and explained the Project to the Crow and Salish and Kootenai tribes person to person.  The Forest Service 
also called the Nez Perce and the Northern Cheyenne.  None of the Tribes had concerns with the Jack Rabbit to Big Sky Project. 
Comment 16 Environmental Justice 
EPA EPA did not see discussion or disclosure in the DEIS regarding the potential for disproportionate adverse 

impacts to minority or low-income populations from construction and operation of the proposed 
transmission line.  While we would not anticipate disproportionate adverse impact to Environmental 
Justice populations, EPS recommends that the FEIS include some evaluation and disclosure regarding 
Environmental Justice considerations and compliance with EO 12898. 

Response: An analysis of impacts to Environmental Justice populations was added to the FEIS.  
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COMMENTER COMMENT AND RESPONSE 
Comment 17 Chapter 2 
NorthWestern A. Figure 2-3 should show width of H-frame structure.  Figure 2-4 should show width of down guys.  

Figure 2-6 does not look like a laminated structure, the same as 2-2 single wood.  
B. Page 2-27, Helicopter Use, NorthWestern recommends the Forest Service and NorthWestern 

Energy schedule a meeting with FAA to discuss helicopter use. FAA is not listed in Chapter 4 
under Consultation and Coordination.  

C. Page 2-27 Sequence of construction, NorthWestern request clarification on “work areas cleared as 
necessary.”  

D. Several areas in the document describe pre-construction surveys. NorthWestern requests the 
Forest Service list in detail all preconstruction surveys required, the timing of the year the surveys 
need to be conducted and a comprehensive list of all construction timing restrictions. This would 
help identify the “timing restrictions” page 2-36, 4.7.  

E. Page 2-33, 2.2 NorthWestern recommends this type of written approval and notification to be part 
of the Construction Permit and not a separate activity.  

Page 2-36, 4.7. See comment for page 2-27, work areas cleared. 
Response: 
A. Changes were made in the FEIS to note the dimensions of the structures. 
B. Page 2.27 noes that all helicopter operations would be coordinated with and approved by the Federal Aviation 

Administration (FAA).  It is NorthWestern Energy to coordinate with FAA. 
C. NorthWestern asked for clarification on “work areas cleared as necessary.”  This refers to the ROW clearing that is 

described in the same section.  A reference was added directing the reader to this section. 
D. The requirements for preconstruction surveys and timing restrictions were clarified in Chapter 2. 
E. Specific details regarding timber falling will be incorporated into the construction permit.   

The ROW clearing plan was updated and clarified in the FEIS. 
Comment 18 Chapter 3 
NorthWestern 
 

A. Wildlife: Page 3-292:  NorthWestern recommends the elk preconstruction surveys on page 3-292 
Project Design Features, Best Management Practices, Mitigation, and Monitoring and any other 
wildlife preconstruction surveys be eliminated. They feel the DEIS demonstrate the impacts to elk 
and other wildlife to be negligible, referenced, page 2-291, Cumulative Effects.  

B. Consultation and Coordination: NorthWestern recommends that consultation and coordination 
be started as soon as possible with the USACE, and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). 

Response: The requirement for preconstruction surveys was dropped. It is NorthWestern Energy’s responsibility to coordinate 
with the USACE and FAA, and obtain applicable permits prior to construction. 
Comment 19 Other Comments 
NorthWestern A. Appendix B Draft ROW Clearing Plan: page 25. There is no designated decking area between 

structures 15/60 and 15/61.  This area was designated on previous maps and it will be needed 
for the clearing operations.  This will eliminate many highway crossings with the helicopter 
logging operations and needs to be considered for public safety. NorthWestern has already 
negotiated with the adjacent property, the Castle Rock Baptist Church Camp for access to the 
forest boundary for removal of these logs after processing. 

B. NorthWestern would also propose leaving the distribution (two wire) line feeding the 35 mph sign 
near the Cascade Creek Cabins. This distribution would be the main feed into the cabin area and 
then the two long distribution crossings (north and south of the cabin area) that are currently on the 
69 kV alignment could be removed with the 69 kV line. 

C. NorthWestern would also propose starting the Geo-tech work in areas that NorthWestern will be 
installing steel poles. To maintain our construction schedule, the Geo-tech work needs to start and 
can’t wait for the ROD and NTP.  NorthWestern recommends timber marking with ribbons to start as 
soon as possible to identify the scope of tree clearing activity.  NorthWestern recommends the 
Forest Service inspector be identified, and associated time allocation and costs be projected.  
NorthWestern is in the process of renewing the existing SUP and has requested the Forest Service 
to renew the SUP regardless of what alternative is selected in this EIS process. 



Jack Rabbit to Big Sky Meadow Village 161 kV Transmission Line 

Page 10 

COMMENTER COMMENT AND RESPONSE 
Response: 
A. The Forest Service does not have any record for the request for a decking area between structures 15/60 and 15/61.  In 

additional discussion with NorthWestern, it appears that NorthWestern originally thought this area was private. 
NorthWestern is currently assessing the need for this site, and the Forest Service is assessing available information.  

B. The Forest Service agrees with leaving the distribution wire to the 35 mph sign near Cascade Creek Cabins. 
C:   The Forest Service notes these comments, and will be considering them through administration of the construction permit, 

rather than under this FEIS. 
Comment 22 Bighorn sheep 
MFWP The USFS included construction timing limits to prevent overlap with the lambing period, but MFWP 

would suggest clarification that over flights and construction disturbance would not happen from 
November 15 – May 31 on the portions of the line within wintering bighorn sheep habitat (areas by 
Deer Creek, often very near this powerline).  Their wintering grounds are proximate the powerline as 
well. By mid-May, bighorn sheep may be lambing, but by May 30th, snowpack should have melted, 
allowing sheep to move upslope and away from the powerline. 

Response: These timing restrictions have been incorporated into the Project design features in Chapter 2.0. 
 





From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: NWE Comments - DEIS Jackrabbit to Meadow Village 161 kV Transmission Line
Date: Tuesday, December 04, 2012 10:43:41 AM
Attachments: DEIS-Final-Comments 12-3-12.docx

 
 
From: Asay, John P (Pat) [mailto:Pat.ASAY@northwestern.com] 
Sent: Monday, December 03, 2012 3:46 PM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Cc: Stoeffler, Lisa -FS; Stewart, Eddy; Milodragovich, Sam; Riordan, Emmett O; Rhoads, William T
Subject: NWE Comments - DEIS Jackrabbit to Meadow Village 161 kV Transmission Line
 
Attached are NWE’s comments. Thank you.
 
Patrick Asay
Manager of Lands and Permitting
NorthWestern Energy
40 East Broadway
Butte, MT 59701
406-497-3670 (O)
406-490-1862 (M)
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NorthWestern Energy’s Jackrabbit- Big Sky Meadow Village DEIS Comments



Page i, second paragraph first sentence change “Agency’s preparation to the DEIS to the Agency’s preparation to the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).



CHAPTER 1 

Page 1-5, last paragraph. NWE is in the process of renewing the existing SUP and has requested the FS to renew the SUP regardless of what alternative is selected in this EIS process. 



Chapter 2

Figure 2-3 should show width of H-Frame structure.



Figure 2-4 should show width of down guys.



Figure 2-6 does not look like a laminated structure, the same as 2-2 single wood. 



Page 2-27, Helicopter Use, NWE recommends the Forest Service and NorthWestern Energy schedule a meeting with FAA to discuss helicopter use. FAA is not listed in Chapter 4 under Consultation and Coordination.



Page 2-27 Sequence of construction, NWE request clarification on “work areas cleared as necessary”. Several areas in the document describes pre-construction surveys. NWE request the FS list in detail all preconstruction surveys required, the timing of the year the surveys need to be conducted and a comprehensive list of all construction timing restrictions. This would help identify the “timing restrictions” page 2-36, 4.7. 



Page 2-33, 2.2 NWE recommends this type of written approval and notification to be part of the Construction Permit and not a separate activity. 



Page 2,36, 4.7, See comment for page 2-27, work areas cleared.  



Chapter 3

Page 3-87, Summary and Conclusion, NWE recommends the FS start development of the MOU or PA to address compliance of 106. We are concerned the delay in this process could delay the project schedule.  



Page 3-148, A water resource table should be developed to identify all water resources to include river, perennial and intermittent streams, wetlands. 

Page 3-169 Summary conclusion, NWE recommends consultation with the US Army Corps of Engineers begins immediately to identify Section 404 permitting requirements.   



Wildlife

Page 3-292

NWE recommends the elk preconstruction surveys on page 3-292 Project Design Features, Best Management Practices, Mitigation, and Monitoring and any other wildlife preconstruction surveys be eliminated, we feel DEIS demonstrate the impacts to elk and other wildlife to be negligible, referenced, page 2-291, Cumulative Effects. 



Consultation and Coordination

NEW recommends consultation and coordination is started as soon as possible with the US Army Corps of Engineers (COE), and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). 





Other Comments

Appendix B Draft ROW Clearing Plan, page 25. There is no designated decking area between structures 15/60 and 15/61.  This area was designated on previous maps and it will be needed for the clearing operations.  This will eliminate many highway crossings with the helicopter logging operations and needs to be considered for public safety.  NWE has already negotiated with the adjacent property, the Castle Rock Baptist Church Camp for access to the forest boundary for removal of these logs after processing.



NWE would also propose leaving the distribution (two wire) line feeding the 35MPH sign near the Cascade Creek Cabins. This distribution would be the main feed into the cabin area and then the two long distribution crossings (north and south of the cabin area) that are currently on the 69kV alignment could be removed with the 69kV line.  

  

NWE would also propose starting the Geo-tech work in areas that we will be installing steel poles. To maintain our construction schedule, the Geo-tech work needs to start and can’t wait for the ROD and NTP. 



NWE recommends timber marking with ribbons to start as soon as possible to identify the scope of tree clearing activity. 



NWE recommends the FS inspector be identified and associated time allocation and costs be projected.



12/3/12


 


 


NorthWestern Energy’


s 


Jackrabbit


-


 


Big Sky 


Meadow Village DEIS 


Comments


 


 


Page i, second paragraph first sentence change “Agency’s preparation to the DEIS to the 


Agency’s preparation to the 


Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).


 


 


CHAPTER 1


 


 


Page 1


-


5


, last paragraph. NWE is in the process of renewing the existing SUP and has 


requested the FS to renew the SUP regardless of what alternative is selected in this EIS 


process. 


 


 


Chapter 2


 


Figure 2


-


3 


should 


sh


ow width of H


-


Frame


 


structure


.


 


 


Figure 2


-


4 


should 


show width of down guys


.


 


 


Figure 2


-


6 


does not look like a laminated structure, 


the same as 2


-


2


 


single wood. 


 


 


Page 2


-


27


, Helicopter Use, 


NWE recommends 


the Forest Service and NorthWestern 


Energy 


schedule a meeting with FAA to d


i


scuss helicopter us


e. FAA is not listed in 


Chapter 4


 


under Consultat


ion and Coordination.


 


 


Page 2


-


27 Sequence of construction


, NWE request clarification on “work areas cleared as 


necessary”. Several areas in the document describes pre


-


construction surveys. NWE 


request the FS


 


list in detail all preconstruction surveys required


, 


the timing of the year the


 


surveys 


need to be conducted


 


and a comprehensive list of all construction timing 


res


t


rictions.


 


This would help identify the “timing restrictions” page 2


-


36, 4.7. 


 


 


Page 2


-


33, 


2.2 NWE recommends this type of written approval and notification to be part 


of the Construction Permit and not a separate activity. 


 


 


Page 2,36, 4.7, See comment for page 2


-


27, work areas cleared.


 


 


 


 


Chapter 3


 


Page 3


-


87, Summary and Conclusion, NWE 


recomm


ends 


the FS start development of the 


MOU 


or 


PA to address compliance of 106. We are concerned the delay in this process 


could delay the project schedule.


  


 


 


Page 3


-


148, A water resource table should be developed to identify all water resources to 


include r


iver, perennial and intermittent streams, wetlands. 


 


Page 3


-


169 Summary conclusion, NWE 


recommends 


consultation with the US Army 


Corps of Engineers begins immediately to identify Section 404 permitting requirements.   


 


 


Wildlife


 




12/3/12 
 
NorthWestern Energy’s Jackrabbit- Big Sky Meadow Village DEIS 
Comments 
 
Page i, second paragraph first sentence change “Agency’s preparation to the DEIS to the 
Agency’s preparation to the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). 
 
CHAPTER 1  
Page 1-5, last paragraph. NWE is in the process of renewing the existing SUP and has 
requested the FS to renew the SUP regardless of what alternative is selected in this EIS 
process.  
 
Chapter 2 
Figure 2-3 should show width of H-Frame structure. 
 
Figure 2-4 should show width of down guys. 
 
Figure 2-6 does not look like a laminated structure, the same as 2-2 single wood.  
 
Page 2-27, Helicopter Use, NWE recommends the Forest Service and NorthWestern 
Energy schedule a meeting with FAA to discuss helicopter use. FAA is not listed in 
Chapter 4 under Consultation and Coordination. 
 
Page 2-27 Sequence of construction, NWE request clarification on “work areas cleared as 
necessary”. Several areas in the document describes pre-construction surveys. NWE 
request the FS list in detail all preconstruction surveys required, the timing of the year the 
surveys need to be conducted and a comprehensive list of all construction timing 
restrictions. This would help identify the “timing restrictions” page 2-36, 4.7.  
 
Page 2-33, 2.2 NWE recommends this type of written approval and notification to be part 
of the Construction Permit and not a separate activity.  
 
Page 2,36, 4.7, See comment for page 2-27, work areas cleared.   
 
Chapter 3 
Page 3-87, Summary and Conclusion, NWE recommends the FS start development of the 
MOU or PA to address compliance of 106. We are concerned the delay in this process 
could delay the project schedule.   
 
Page 3-148, A water resource table should be developed to identify all water resources to 
include river, perennial and intermittent streams, wetlands.  
Page 3-169 Summary conclusion, NWE recommends consultation with the US Army 
Corps of Engineers begins immediately to identify Section 404 permitting requirements.    
 
Wildlife 



Page 3-292 
NWE recommends the elk preconstruction surveys on page 3-292 Project Design 
Features, Best Management Practices, Mitigation, and Monitoring and any other wildlife 
preconstruction surveys be eliminated, we feel DEIS demonstrate the impacts to elk and 
other wildlife to be negligible, referenced, page 2-291, Cumulative Effects.  
 
Consultation and Coordination 
NEW recommends consultation and coordination is started as soon as possible with the 
US Army Corps of Engineers (COE), and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).  
 
 
Other Comments 
Appendix B Draft ROW Clearing Plan, page 25. There is no designated decking area 
between structures 15/60 and 15/61.  This area was designated on previous maps and it 
will be needed for the clearing operations.  This will eliminate many highway crossings 
with the helicopter logging operations and needs to be considered for public safety.  
NWE has already negotiated with the adjacent property, the Castle Rock Baptist Church 
Camp for access to the forest boundary for removal of these logs after processing. 
 
NWE would also propose leaving the distribution (two wire) line feeding the 35MPH 
sign near the Cascade Creek Cabins. This distribution would be the main feed into the 
cabin area and then the two long distribution crossings (north and south of the cabin area) 
that are currently on the 69kV alignment could be removed with the 69kV line.   
   
NWE would also propose starting the Geo-tech work in areas that we will be installing 
steel poles. To maintain our construction schedule, the Geo-tech work needs to start and 
can’t wait for the ROD and NTP.  
 
NWE recommends timber marking with ribbons to start as soon as possible to identify 
the scope of tree clearing activity.  
 
NWE recommends the FS inspector be identified and associated time allocation and costs 
be projected. 



From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Power line in Gallatin Canyon
Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 11:06:42 AM
Importance: High

-----Original Message-----
From: Jason Berry [mailto:jasonberry48@hotmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, November 11, 2012 9:56 PM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: Power line in Gallatin Canyon
Importance: High

The new 161 kv power line in going through the canyon and due to our earily concerns and comments
they are moving the line up the mountain and to the west (it will probably go over Wattlings outhouse).

What I need form you is a comment email letter to the Forest service as follows: and subject line "Jack
Rabbit 161 KV transmission Line DEIS"

Gallatin National Forest, Bozeman Ranger District Attn:amy Waring, NEPATeam Leader
3170 Fallon St. Ste C
Bozeman, MT 59718

As a property owner on the Lone Mountain trail road I support having the new power line located higher
up on the mountain side than the present line.  The new line with larger poles, larger insulators and
conductors will have a negative impact on the view  from highway 191 to the lower village at Big Sky if
it just replaces the present power line.

If the the new power line is rerouted higher up on the mountain side and on National Forest Lands it
could tie into the new power substation and the existing power line which continues to the West along
the mountain side.  

Thank you,

Jason Berry
72 Garrison Loop
Ladera Ranch, CA 92694
949-375-2424

mailto:/O=MMS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=SETH, TERID963FB6A-2A12-4E77-9BED-722A2EC5DBAF
mailto:/O=MMS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=COMMENTS-NORTHERN-G60859441-60E4-483C-B216-24EDA1AE71A1
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Power line in Gallatin Canyon
Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 11:06:15 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: SHERRY BERRY [mailto:Jimberry14@cox.net]
Sent: Saturday, November 17, 2012 10:53 PM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: Power line in Gallatin Canyon

> The new 161 kv power line in going through the canyon and due to our earily concerns and
comments they are moving the line up the mountain and to the west (it will probably go over Wattlings
outhouse).
>
> Subject line "Jack Rabbit 161 KV transmission Line DEIS"
>
> Gallatin National Forest, Bozeman Ranger District Attn:amy Waring,
> NEPATeam Leader
> 3170 Fallon St. Ste C
> Bozeman, MT 59718
>
> As a property owner on the Lone Mountain trail road I support having the new power line located
higher up on the mountain side than the present line.  The new line with larger poles, larger insulators
and conductors will have a negative impact on the view  from highway 191 to the lower village at Big
Sky if it just replaces the present power line.
>
> If the the new power line is rerouted higher up on the mountain side and on National Forest Lands it
could tie into the new power substation and the existing power line which continues to the West along
the mountain side.  
>
> Thank you,

Sherry Berry
25001 Castlewood
Lake Forest, CA 92630
949-951-5000
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Power Lines in Big Sky
Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 11:06:35 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: SHERRY BERRY [mailto:JIMBERRY14@COX.NET]
Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2012 7:09 PM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: Power Lines in Big Sky

Gallatin National Forest, Bozeman Ranger District
Attn: Amy Waring, NEPATeam Leader
3170 Fallon St., Ste. C
Bozeman, MT 59718

As a property owner on Lone Mountain Trail Road, I support having the new power line located higher
up on the mountain side than the present line.  The new line with larger poles, larger insulators and
conductors will  have a negative impact on the view from highway 191 to the lower village at Big Sky if
it just replaces the present power line.

If the power line is rerouted higher up on the mountain side and on National Forest Lands it could tie
into the new power substation and the existing power line which continues to the West along the
mountain side.

Thank you,
Sherry & Jim Berry
980 Lone Mountain Trail
Big Sky, MT
949-951-5000
11/14/12
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Jackrabbit 161 KV Transmission Line DEIS
Date: Tuesday, December 04, 2012 10:44:06 AM

 
 
From: Jaden Erwin [mailto:jadenerwin@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, December 03, 2012 10:31 AM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: Jackrabbit 161 KV Transmission Line DEIS
 
Hello,
I am a cabin/property owner at 1275 Lone Peak Trail.  The current power line outlines our
property on two sides, the south side and the west side.  The current power line runs through
the viewing corridor to Lone Peak on our west side where it crosses the North Fork of the
West Fork of the Gallatin.  The addition o 161 KV Tranmission Line will not only ruin the
viewing corridor to Lone Peak but will also most assuredly negatively affect our property
value.  I have sleepless nights worrying about this and am pleading for you to consider
rerouting the power line to extend along Big Sky Spur Rd. and then cut across the North Fork
of the West Fork of the Gallatin at a right angle to the new power sub station.  This solution
would move the transmission line from one of the two sides of the property line and open up
the viewing corridor.  I really appreciate your consideration on this as a new and larger 161
KV transmission line in the current location would effectively ruin my property that I have
worked so hard maintain since 1970 when my father obtained it.  
Sincerely, 
Jaden Erwin   

mailto:/O=MMS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=SETH, TERID963FB6A-2A12-4E77-9BED-722A2EC5DBAF
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Jack Rabbit 161K Transmission Line DEIS
Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 11:05:40 AM

 
 
From: David Engstrom [mailto:engstrom@mail.sdsu.edu] 
Sent: Monday, November 26, 2012 9:44 AM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: Jack Rabbit 161K Transmission Line DEIS
 
To Whom It May Concern:

My family has a Forest Service cabin permit at Cave Creek.  I support Alternative 3 because
it reroutes the power line west of our cabins (up the mountain).  I have been told by a relator
that having a power line directly over my cabin reduces its property value, which I'd like to
avoid.  Moreover, the new power line might require taking down a very old and much
revered Douglas Fir tree that we share with the two cabins directly above us.  Finally, moving
the power line up the mountain would mean that we are not exposed to the electromagnetic
field and the noise or num associated with power lines.
Respectfully yours,

David W. Engstrom
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: South Bridger Interface
Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 11:05:53 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: Celeste Haynes [mailto:celeste@digitalpath.net]
Sent: Saturday, November 24, 2012 1:59 PM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: South Bridger Interface

Please keep me on your mailing list with updates on this project.

Gallatin/Bridger LLC
Celeste Haynes
423 Henshaw Ave.
Chico, CA95973

530-894-5813
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Jack Rabbit 161kv Transimision Line DEIS
Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 11:06:26 AM

 
 
From: Jim Owenhouse [mailto:jimowenhouse@msn.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2012 7:41 PM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: Jack Rabbit 161kv Transimision Line DEIS
 

 

 

 

 
 

Subject: Statement -- NW Energy 161kv Upgrad

•  Statement:  We fully support the Agency Preferred Alternative #3 (Cascade East)
recommended in the NW Energy 161kV upgrade Draft EIS, routing the line on the East
side of the Gallatin River and Highway 191 at the Lava Lake Trailhead and Cascade Creek
Summer Homes recreational resident neighborhood.  We also are in concurrence with the
necessary amendments required to reroute the line from the existing right of way and
update of the Gallatin National Forest Management Plan, specifically designating the new
ROW corridor as Management Area 25 and a site specific Forest Plan amendment to the
Forest-wide standard for Wild and Scenic Rivers.  As many of our cabins now approach
100 years of age, we strongly believe the Cascade East alternative serves in the best
interest or preserving the integrity, history and heritage of our area.  You are to be
commended for your study.  It is both thorough in addressing an array of impacts and
accurate in its outcomes.
Thank You,
    
Ella May & Jim Owenhouse  /   Mary Ann & Bob Noack     (Cascade Creek  Summer
Homes)
2122 Fairway Dr.                    2100 Crest Dr.
Bozeman, MT,  59715              Lake Oswego, OR.  97034
406-587-1432                         503-805-4343
jimowenhouse@msn.com         maryannoack@msn.com
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Jack Rabbit 161 KV Transmission Line DEIS
Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 11:06:52 AM

 
 
From: Peter & Nancy [mailto:norlander@q.com] 
Sent: Saturday, October 20, 2012 2:54 PM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: Jack Rabbit 161 KV Transmission Line DEIS
 
I am writing to comment on the proposed 161 KV Transmission Line through the Gallatin
River Canyon on Gallatin National Forest Property.
 

1.       I am writing as a Private Citizen who formerly resided in the Gallatin Canyon at
63810 Gallatin Road.

2.       My name is Peter Norlander, 530 N. Main, Livingston MT 59047; 406-222-4646;
norlander@q.com . I am also a Board Member on both Sacajawea Audubon Board
of Directors as well as a permanent member of Montana Audubon Board of
Directors.

3.       I am writing that I positively in favor of NorthWestern Energy Inc.s proposal to
upgrade their current transmission 69KV line to a 161KV line on Gallatin NFs
property in the Gallatin River Canyon.

Thank you for letting me comment.
Peter Norlander
.
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Jack Rabbit 161kv Transimision Line DEIS
Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 11:06:26 AM

 
 
From: Jim Owenhouse [mailto:jimowenhouse@msn.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2012 7:41 PM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: Jack Rabbit 161kv Transimision Line DEIS
 

 

 

 

 
 

Subject: Statement -- NW Energy 161kv Upgrad

•  Statement:  We fully support the Agency Preferred Alternative #3 (Cascade East)
recommended in the NW Energy 161kV upgrade Draft EIS, routing the line on the East
side of the Gallatin River and Highway 191 at the Lava Lake Trailhead and Cascade Creek
Summer Homes recreational resident neighborhood.  We also are in concurrence with the
necessary amendments required to reroute the line from the existing right of way and
update of the Gallatin National Forest Management Plan, specifically designating the new
ROW corridor as Management Area 25 and a site specific Forest Plan amendment to the
Forest-wide standard for Wild and Scenic Rivers.  As many of our cabins now approach
100 years of age, we strongly believe the Cascade East alternative serves in the best
interest or preserving the integrity, history and heritage of our area.  You are to be
commended for your study.  It is both thorough in addressing an array of impacts and
accurate in its outcomes.
Thank You,
    
Ella May & Jim Owenhouse  /   Mary Ann & Bob Noack     (Cascade Creek  Summer
Homes)
2122 Fairway Dr.                    2100 Crest Dr.
Bozeman, MT,  59715              Lake Oswego, OR.  97034
406-587-1432                         503-805-4343
jimowenhouse@msn.com         maryannoack@msn.com
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Jack Rabbit 161 kV Transmission Line DEIS
Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 11:05:32 AM
Attachments: Jack Rabbit 161 kV Transmission Line DEIS.pdf

-----Original Message-----
From: Timothy H. Pinson [mailto:thpinson@mac.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 27, 2012 9:15 AM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Cc: Helen Pinson; Timothy H. Pinson
Subject: Jack Rabbit 161 kV Transmission Line DEIS

Please find comments on the subject matter in the attached document.
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November 27, 2012 
 
 
Gallatin National Forest, Bozeman Ranger District 
Attn: Amy Waring, NEPA Team Leader 
3170 Fallon St. Ste C, 
Bozeman, Montana  59718 
 
Subject:  Jack Rabbit 161 kV Transmission Line DEIS 
 
Dear Ms. Waring, 
 
We fully support the Agency Preferred Alternative #3 (Cascade East) 
recommended in the NW Energy 161kV upgrade Draft EIS, routing the line on 
the East side of the Gallatin River and Highway 191 at the Lava Lake 
Trailhead and Cascade Creek Summer Homes recreational resident 
neighborhood.  We also are in concurrence with the necessary amendments 
required to reroute the line from the existing right of way and update of the 
Gallatin National Forest Management Plan, specifically designating the new 
ROW corridor as Management Area 25 and a site specific Forest Plan 
amendment to the Forest-wide standard for Wild and Scenic Rivers.  As many 
of our cabins now approach 100 years of age, we strongly believe the 
Cascade East alternative serves in the best interest or preserving the integrity, 
history and heritage of our area.  You are to be commended for your study.  It 
is both thorough in addressing an array of impacts and accurate in its 
outcomes. 
 
 
Very Truly Yours, 
 
 
 
 
Timothy H. Pinson 
Helen K. Pinson 
665 Cascade Creek Road 
P. O. Box 70 
Gallatin Gateway, Montana 59730 
303-798-9970 (Winter / Spring months) 
406-995-4757 (Summer / Fall months) 
thpinson@mac.com 
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Gallatin National Forest, Bozeman Ranger District 
Attn: Amy Waring, NEPA Team Leader 
3170 Fallon St. Ste C, 
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amendment to the Forest-wide standard for Wild and Scenic Rivers.  As many 
of our cabins now approach 100 years of age, we strongly believe the 
Cascade East alternative serves in the best interest or preserving the integrity, 
history and heritage of our area.  You are to be commended for your study.  It 
is both thorough in addressing an array of impacts and accurate in its 
outcomes. 
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Jack Rabbit 161 kV Transmission Line DEIS - MDT Comments
Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 11:06:02 AM
Attachments: Document.pdf

-----Original Message-----
From: Riley, Jean [mailto:jriley@mt.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, November 20, 2012 7:29 AM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: Jack Rabbit 161 kV Transmission Line DEIS - MDT Comments

Please find Montana Department of Transportation (MDT) comments on the Draft EIS for the Jack
Rabbit 161 kV Transmission Line.  A hard copy has been put in the mail.

Jean A. Riley, P.E. - Transportation Planning Engineer Policy, Program & Performance Analysis Bureau
Montana Department of Transportation
(406) 444-9456
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Jack Rabbit 161 kV Transmission Line DEIS
Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 11:07:21 AM

 
 
From: William Scharnberg [mailto:hornprof@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 19, 2012 9:29 PM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: Jack Rabbit 161 kV Transmission Line DEIS
 
Dear Sir or Madame,

I recently received a letter about the NorthWestern Energy proposal to rebuild and upgrade
their existing line.  While I have no problem with rebuilding and upgrading the line, any new
invasion of the forest seems inappropriate and a threat to the environment. Since there is an
existing highway between locations, why not use the shoulder for the entire project?  We
have a cabin in Greek Creek area and there are roads that exist their so laying a new line
does not impact the forest much.  However, if a new line is added west of the Gallatin, as the
maps indicate, there will be a swath of forest land that is destroyed and a new access to that
side of the river that does not currently exist.  This invasion will never grow back as
fisherman and hikers will then have access to that part of the forest.  As it is, the Gallatin is a
heavily fished river and this will add more traffic to that side of the river, never to be
regained.

Is there a reason that the line can not be laid along Hwy. 191 from Four Corners to Big Sky? 
The construction costs should be lower, the environmental impact less, and future access to
those lines easier.  If someone can explain why this project has to cross relatively virgin land,
I think it would be appropriate to explain this to at least those who have property on both
sides of the Gallatin River.  Otherwise the project appears to be a thinly disguised way of
creating more access to the river only to serve a bunch of rich folks in Big Sky.

Sincerely,

Bill Scharnberg
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From: Dave Dean 6305
To: Patsy Friend 6347; Kevin Lincoln 3314; Steve Linhart 6462; 
Subject: FW: your comments to the Forest Service on the DEIS for transmission line upgrade
Date: Thursday, January 03, 2013 9:31:11 AM

FYI
 
Dave Dean 
Biology Department Manager 
2041 South Cobalt Point Way
Meridian, ID 83642
208-288-6305-direct
208-608-3191-mobile
208-288-6199-fax
208-288-6100-office
 
POWER Engineers, Inc. 
Energy ¡ Facilities ¡ Communications ¡ Environmental 
www.powereng.com

 

From: Waring, Amy L -FS [mailto:alwaring@fs.fed.us]  
Sent: Thursday, January 03, 2013 9:28 AM 
To: Dave Dean 6305 
Subject: FW: your comments to the Forest Service on the DEIS for transmission line 
upgrade
 
For the record
 

From: Waring, Amy L -FS  
Sent: Thursday, December 20, 2012 4:24 PM 
To: 'William Scharnberg' 
Subject: RE: your comments to the Forest Service on the DEIS for transmission line 
upgrade
 
Bill
 
Glad I could help shed some light on this for you.  In light of your concern about 
increased river access, I also took a look at the location of proposed construction and 
decking areas.  The DEIS evaluates 2 construction yards on Forest Service lands (near 
Indian Ridge Trail Head and Portal Creek) and 5 decking areas (Sagebrush Point, Swan, 
Moose Creek, Asbestos and Jack Smith Bridge).  The construction yards will serve as field 
offices, reporting locations for workers, parking space for vehicles and equipment or 
sites for temporary marshaling of construction materials.  Decking areas would be used 
for temporary storage, collection, handling, sorting and or loading of trees or logs.  They 
are all proposed in open meadows.  All of them except Swan are located well away from 

mailto:/O=POWERENG/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=DDEAN
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the Gallatin River across Hwy 191.  Swan is located between Hwy 191 and the river.  
However, the proposed location is a meadow, and the aerial photo shows the decking 
area would be separated from the river by a bunch of trees.  The area would be used 
temporarily for tree removal and then the site would be reclaimed.  None of the 
proposed construction and decking areas appear to increase river access.
 
Amy
 
From: William Scharnberg [mailto:hornprof@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, December 20, 2012 11:53 AM 
To: Waring, Amy L -FS 
Subject: Re: your comments to the Forest Service on the DEIS for transmission line 
upgrade
 
Dear Amy, 
 
OK.  I feel a lot better about this proposal.  The map that was sent earlier seemed 
to show that the west side of the Gallatin river would be invaded with equipment 
– apparently this was the existing line from the 1950s.  I think a lot of people 
worry when any "upgrade" is set to help the very wealthy folks who own starter 
castles in Big Sky.  Sometimes the environment and the property of less wealthy 
folks gets trampled by those who can and will get what they want.  As long as 
persons like you are looking after the environment and natural resources not found 
much in the rest of the US, I feel better.  Thanks for responding to my comments. 
 
Regards, 
 
Bill

On Thu, Dec 20, 2012 at 12:13 PM, Waring, Amy L -FS <alwaring@fs.fed.us> 
wrote:
Hi Bill
 
You recently submitted comments on the Forest Service Draft EIS for a 
transmission line upgrade from Four Corners to Big Sky.  I copied and pasted 
your comments below.  I  am hoping I can clear up what seems to be a 
misunderstanding about the location of the transmission line.  The proposed action 
(Alternative 2) utilizes the same ROW as the existing transmission line, which 
generally parallels Hwy 191.  Alternatives 3 and 4 involve some minor 
realignments to take the transmission line out of the middle of the Cascade Creek 
and Cave Creek recreation residence tracts.  The Preferred Alternative (Alt 3) 
would shift the line to the east of Cascade Creek tracts and US Hwy 191, across 
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the highway from the Gallatin River.   Alt 3 also shifts the transmission alignment 
to the west of Cave Creek Tracts, which is further away from the Gallatin River. 
 Portions of this realignment would occupy an old ROW from a transmission line 
that existed in the 1950s.  I have attached some maps from the DEIS that show 
these alignments.  No new fishing access sites would be created.  We are looking 
at a relatively small amount of timber clearing to widen the ROW to 
accommodate larger structures (14.8 acres for Alt 2 , 22.4 acres for Alt 3, and 22.5 
acres for Alt 4).
 
Please give me a call (see my number below) if you would like to talk more about 
what is being proposed.  I’m hoping to be able to better understand if there is a 
specific area you are particularly concerned about.  Thank you for your comments.
 
Amy Waring
 
 
I recently received a letter about the NorthWestern Energy proposal to rebuild and 
upgrade
their existing line. While I have no problem with rebuilding and upgrading the 
line, any new
invasion of the forest seems inappropriate and a threat to the environment. Since 
there is an
existing highway between locations, why not use the shoulder for the entire 
project? We
have a cabin in Greek Creek area and there are roads that exist their so laying a 
new line
does not impact the forest much. However, if a new line is added west of the 
Gallatin, as the
maps indicate, there will be a swath of forest land that is destroyed and a new 
access to that
side of the river that does not currently exist. This invasion will never grow back 
as
fisherman and hikers will then have access to that part of the forest. As it is, the 
Gallatin is a
heavily fished river and this will add more traffic to that side of the river, never to 
be
regained.
 
Is there a reason that the line can not be laid along Hwy. 191 from Four Corners to 
Big Sky?



The construction costs should be lower, the environmental impact less, and future 
access to
those lines easier. If someone can explain why this project has to cross relatively 
virgin land,
I think it would be appropriate to explain this to at least those who have property 
on both
sides of the Gallatin River. Otherwise the project appears to be a thinly disguised 
way of
creating more access to the river only to serve a bunch of rich folks in Big Sky.
 
 
Amy Waring, NEPA Planner
Custer  / Gallatin National Forests
1310 Main Street
Billings, MT 59105
406-255-1451
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This electronic message contains information generated by the USDA solely for 
the intended recipients. Any unauthorized interception of this message or the use 
or disclosure of the information it contains may violate the law and subject the 
violator to civil or criminal penalties. If you believe you have received this 
message in error, please notify the sender and delete the email immediately. 
 

tel:406-255-1451




From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Jack Rabbit 161K Transmission Line DEIS
Date: Tuesday, December 04, 2012 10:43:48 AM

 
 
From: Jeannie & Charlie Steelman [mailto:cjsteel5@bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Monday, December 03, 2012 2:56 PM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: Jack Rabbit 161K Transmission Line DEIS
 
My family has been a forest lease holder at the cave creek track for many years.  I would like to
express my support of the proposed move of the power line up the mountain.  This move will help
increase our property value and also help by cutting down on the electromagnetic field danger.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean M. Steelman
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Jack Rabbit 161kV Transmission Line DEIS - DOI Comments
Date: Friday, November 30, 2012 11:05:01 AM
Attachments: Jack Rabbit 161kV Transmission Line DEIS - DOI Comments.pdf

 
 
From: Robert Stewart [mailto:robert_f_stewart@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2012 2:54 PM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Cc: Seth, Teri -FS
Subject: Jack Rabbit 161kV Transmission Line DEIS - DOI Comments
 
PLEASE ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT BY REPLY TO THIS MESSAGE
 
The Department of the Interior’s comments on the subject document are attached.
 
If you require paper-copy, please so advise.
 
Robert F. Stewart
Regional Environmental Officer
Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
U.S. Department of the Interior
P.O. Box 25007 (D-108)
Denver, CO 80225-0007
Voice:  (303) 445-2500
Fax:  (303) 445-6320
Cell:  (303) 478-3373
Email:  robert_f_stewart@ios.doi.gov
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United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 


Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
Denver Federal Center, Building 67, Room 118 


Post Office Box 25007 (D-108) 
Denver, Colorado 80225-0007 


 
 November 29, 2012 
 
9043.1 
ER 12/770 
 
 
 
Mary Erickson, Forest Supervisor  
P.O. Box 130  
Bozeman, MT 59771 
     
Dear Ms. Erickson: 
 
The U.S. Department of the Interior has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for 


the Jack Rabbit to Big Sky Meadow Village 161 kV Transmission Line Upgrade, Bozeman Ranger 


District, Gallatin National Forest, Gallatin County, MT, and has no comments on the document.  


       Sincerely, 
 
 


   
       Robert F. Stewart 
       Regional Environmental Officer 
 
cc: Lisa Stoeffler, Bozeman District Ranger 
 Teri Seth, NEPA Team Leader 
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From: Seth, Teri -FS on behalf of FS-comments-northern-gallatin
To: Waring, Amy L -FS
Subject: FW: Jack Rabbit 161K Transmission Line DEIS
Date: Tuesday, December 04, 2012 10:43:57 AM

 
 
From: dawn tol [mailto:dawnmarieski@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, December 03, 2012 11:09 AM
To: FS-comments-northern-gallatin
Subject: Jack Rabbit 161K Transmission Line DEIS
 
Dear Sirs/Madams
 
My husband and I have had the incredible pleasure of being invited to
spend time as the guests of one of your leaseholders at Cave Creek. As we
are certain you are already well aware, it is an incredible experience  in
both the winter and summer times.  We understand from the lessees that
you are giving consideration to moving the powerlines west, up the
mountain (Alternative 3).
 
As much as we have enjoyed the time we have spent at Cave Creek, we
have no doubt that moving the powerlines will add positively to our future
stays, as the natural beauty can only be enhanced by the removal of the
associated noise and visual interruption. We hope you will determine this
is the appropriate course of action for both practical and aesthetic
reasons; and we look forward to our next visit to this beautiful area.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn-Marie & Robert Tol
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